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THE WASHINGTON TREATY.
"pie American 0ase Before the Parliament

of Great Britain.

Vhat kind of a treaty is it?

91m Men of Both Countries Who
Made It Criticised*

A. BUNGLING BUSINESS.

An Irish Member's Review of
the Whole Affair.
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y

JDould at One Time Have Lumped the
Job, but That Time is Past.

{THE CONFEDERATE COTTON LOAN.

{Tone of the English Press on

the Suttject.

London, Feb. 10, 1872.
The report upon the address to the Throne, in

fceplv to the Queen's speech, being brought in tho
(Louse or Commons br Mr. Strutt, m the session of
Jthe 7th insi., Mr. Bernal Osborne, an Irish member,
pose, and atter relerrlng to the Scotch Education
pill, the Ballot bill, the French Commercial Treat/
(bud other matters, he came right down to the Americandifficulty with England.

IWr. Bernal Osborne's Speech.
Mr. Osborne said:.What is the position of this

Country at the present moment wltn regard to these
c anus growing ou. ol toe Alabama and several

6Liter questions/ Whv, prooabiy it is the most niulentoustuat this Parliament nas ever entertained.
{And it has appeared strange to me that, with a genitiemansilting in this House who had a hand in
Bnuking tnis treaty, we had no uitect iulormatlon
W hatever as to how this bunguug bum miss has

t been brought about. There seems to be a
Bort or couspira y on both m ies to let
down tnese gentlemen, who have coat us
bu enormous sum ol money, as easy us they
can. But 1 would ass the tlouse to consider lor a
moment it the business ol any mercantile firm in
Hie country were conducted on similar principles
what would become or its business t Why, it would
he in the Gazrtte to-morrow We have heard somethingas to ine construction of tins treaty; but now

Sid u ad arise t The right honorable gentleman the
irst Minister of the Crown has ihkcu up a position

which no other man in tins country has ever yet
taken up. Be canted oi the energetic labors ol tue
High Commissioners, and he maintained logically
tnd grammatically tunc mere was no ambiguity

fruatever in una treaty.
'All bio pity i"

do not proress to oe as good a Judge of phrases
f ambiguity as the right Honorable gemieuiuu tue
irst Minister of the Crown, nut wiicru mere Is a

Consentaneous agreement on lUe pari ol Hit* whole
jpross of the country that there is in is ambiguity, I
Keel sure that not eveu tuc most bigoted lollowera
fci the rigut honorable geuueiuau, uot even his
fcreal est batterers, will lollow mm in maintainingEliat there is no ambiguity whatever in this treaty.
JU there is no aaimguiiy

WHAT IS THE DISPUTE ABOUT?
Slut 1 am loriUed on this point by an opinion as

* jto the ambiguous nature ol this treaty, which 1 will
read to the House, and then I will give my authority,fcpeakiug ol this trea.y, he says:.f "What is there in mis treaty to prevent extravagantclaims ? 1 canuot llud one sumlc word lu these
protocols or in these rules which prcveuts such
Planus iroiu being put in aud taking their chance.
As lar as tue Aiaouina claims are concerned, the
treaty has neeu euiuieu into most carelessly and
unguardedly, aud must luevuably lead to niucn
discussion uerealter lu Parliament." That is me
opinion of a late Lord cnaucellor, speaking in
mother place last year. And yet, in the lace of
mis, we are told by the First Minister of tne Crown
that mere Is no ambiguity, and we are aakea to pass
away irom tne origin of tills most disgraceful
business to the government ol this country.lor I
agree that it is a treaty tne responsinility ol which
tnust rest entirely with tue government. We need
pot go far to seek Tor the origin. Wnat was
g*HK CONSTITUTION OF THE AMERICAN 111011 COMMISSION?
[t consisted of Ave lawyers.the most experienced
ind astute meu in tne United States. Aud wnoni
lid we send out to meet thbse lawyers? It was
laid in another place by a uooie lord tnat this treaty
was the greatest slur on our uipiouiauc repuatlou
eat could be conceived. 1 demur to that stateent;it Is no slur on our diplomatic character.
Tne most experienced aud distinguished diplonaustsof tnis country.men who had drawn

' treaties and were acquainted wun International
law.were at once set aside in lavor or

A BAND OF OkNTLEMKN AMATEURS,
prho, however hlgn ineir social position, and noweverdistinguished 111 debute in this House, baa no
sort of knowledge.I do not say of international
law, but 01 tne drawing np of treaties, unless, inneed,oi this American cuuracter. We are told of
tue euerget.o labors ol ibis commission, of the
lacriuces wnicli tnev made lor an ungrateiul country,and we have also neard something of

A PRIVATE UNDERSTANDING
petweea litem ana Mr. Kish iliat tue.se claims wereto oe waived. Private understandings as to a diplomaticdocument I 1 uo noi understand sucu a
fcourse. 1 want to know why mere was no public
Baentiou ol tnese claims in tlie treaty, cxciuulng
lie in beyond an possibility ol douDt. Wuy, actuttli>,lu (lie American case.wnlcn nas only been,

us we are given to understand, one week In the
possession oi die government, tnougti a friend of
iiiiuc bss had it lor lour weeks.weilud it expressly
plated mat our commissioners, as early as Uie am
pi March, were luioruied that those indirect Claims
(Would be put in. Was there auy protest made/Jl'uey may have protested over the table ol Mr. P'isn
pi at tue sociai meetings la New York; but no protestappears ou the lace ol tlie document, and no
reasons are assigned wny these indirect claims
Should not oe put m. X waul to Know what tue enfcrgeliclabors ol tnese commissioners have come to.
tAijirsl theg mod- a great initiator in not listeningto the amicable settlement proposed bg the American
Commission. Those jut lairgees ha<t no great wishto go to arbitration*-tiiougn 1 doubt whether urul- '

kratiou may not yet
leau 1's into several awkward positions.

have reason to believe mat they offered to take a
utup sum lor damages, direct and indirect; and.Lai the "amicable settlement" which we hear of
imoumcd to tins, lust tuey would have taken
to,ouu,ooo In satisiactiou ol all claims. What win
.hey take how r Why, tue loug and the s.iort ol it
a that these jive astute American Commissioners
'un round our Commissioners, who, witn an Infeuuuyalmost unparalleled lu the traditions of the
oreigu utnee, have couirived to create an ex posthtoto law to enable Great llritalu to tax tierseit to
pay claims which ller Majesty's government declare
It tne name time are neither just nor deserved.tVhg, \J toe hail sent out a shrewd practising altortegwhat moneg he might not have saved us.[ understand mat, independently of other
ixpeuses, the mere cost oi relereuco by the
llectrtc cable.the punctuation ol the periodswhich we heard of last night.amounted
,o a sum of between Ak8,ouo and juo,uou. i thinto
no member of this House has ang right to maketY/mnlfiifal of thtt mtittuct nf th* a

fluuera: they were live shrewd, aolo lawyers, Knowlugwliat tbey wanted au>l now to set about it; itieyserved taeir country weti, aul titer hare gained a
Diplomatic triumph. We have no icasou to ruhect
ton them; bat we hare great reason to Iook at home.

WHAT IS OUH KL'TL'KB 1'OslTlON If
That treaty leaves us at the merer or a special
tribunal.a Hoard of foreign aroiiraiors.no douot

* knout distinguished jurisconsults, wnatcver tnst
ueana, because 1 have heard these Commissioners
it ours called distinguished jurisconsults.but our
taae is to be put before tuese meu. Three or ihctn
lo not spcaK a word of Kugiish. Already this
;ase has been tiauaiated months ago Into
'ortuguese, Jreucu aud German.(or, by
ne by, cue ui the arbitrators docs not
iven speak French. Aud yet these men
tre to be put in me position or being able to
lay tUat this country should pay.i take tne estimateof Hie right honorable geailemau the First
Minister.huuureds or millions f Why, the thing is
ldicufous. There is only one course, as it seems lo
me, lor Farliameat to pursue independent oi the
government and the High Commissioners. Parliamentnoiaa the purse airings,and I <to not know the
lirltiah parliament U tt ever coneenta to pay one
Hxptttce in discharge of indirect ctatma growing
DUt oj the Alabama or any other vessel. At the beginningor these meetings orihe High Commissioners
tur "jurisconsults" were Informed that there was a
irovinlon la the constitution ol the United .States
thereby, even li a treaty were signed by all the parleithen present, the Senate could abrogate it and
-brow it out altogether. 1 sayJjtT TUB BRITISH I'AKI.IAMKNT IMITATE THE EXfAMK1.K OK TIIK UNITED ST ATES.
V T,1° Tight honorable gentleman says lie nas a HanCulnchope that the Americans will withdraw theseCiamis. Whether ills hopes bo realised or not. orkins 11 eel cerium, that, whatevei guyeriuneut be tut,oTer' i 8Uie', Vl Hits UOQse win com blue, andJIM he*er conAent to pay these enormous sums,Wrwul, In the tlrst instance, were never justly due,lid wbicll Cvuld never have txMtt daman!?! from
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tta conntry at all if It were not for tne greatest
possible bungling on the part of a government
which, having, In the word* of one of their own
supporters, constructed armies tnat cannot march
and navies that cannot swim, has now tried Its
hand with treauea which will not stand.

Mr. OladsiMr'i Speech.
Mr. Olapstoki In reply, said, I would now, sir,

rcler to the rather numerous points raised by tno
various gentlemen woo have addressed the House
with respect to the Washington Treat,. With
regard to my honorable triend, the member
for Denbighshire, 1 caunot but thiuK he was
somcwiiat rapid in the defluite conclusion be

Eronouuced. I Know not wuat amount of study
e has bestowed upon tne whole of tne documents

connected with this case. His orltisctsm is confined
to a single expression, but he does not hesitate to
say that, in his opinion, the British Commissioners.
which, in my view, means simply the British government.havebeen guilty of that which Is the
very worsr lautt short 01 positive bad lalih they
could have committed.namely, crassa tuglgeruia;
nco.nuso, ii mat reaiiy be tne laot. It leaves you no
resource but, as It were, to go down on your knees
au«t plead your good intentions, but notulng else,
and to trust to ibe kindness and mercv or tbe otiiar
party to relieve you irom me consequences or tne
gross error wtiicti. wltbout excuse, you nave commined,l wish my honorable rriend had reserved
bis Judgment a little until he had beard the arguineutslu the case, because, you will ooserve,
TUK ARGUMENT OK HEK MAJESTY'S GOVERNMENT

has not been heard, i did not attempt to enter into
it last night, i simply staled the propositions that
we should endeavor to prove, and wutcn it would
be entirely premature at the present moment to
enter on. Tne honorable member lor Whitehaven
has put to uie several points to which 1 will give
him tbe best answer lu my power. 1 understood
tiiin to remark that tbe Americau government has
claimed interest at a minimum rate of seven per
cent on the sums that may be charged for ludliect
losses, ana that tins interest at seven per cent Is to
Ite computed irom the ist oi July, 186b; and he asks
the Americau government naviug made tuis claim
how comes it that there is no stipulation to allow
claims for Interest, but. on tne contrary, an exclusionof sucn ci thus, under tne fifteenth article, m
respect to linush manna and all claims that are
now being tried at Washington, l'ue honorable
gentleman lias put to me a question of the constructionof the treaty as to a point which 1 have had no
opportunity of considering with the best authority,
and thereiore the answer 1 give must be taken lor
what it Is worth; but

AS 1 KfcAD TUB ARTICLE OF TUB TREATY
It is that uo interest snail oe paid from the time of
presenting tue claims, but tnat it does uot at all
touch the question of the discretion oi the parties to
include interest in the malms ihev make, or tnat of
the discretion of the Commissioners- to allow it If
they ttuiiK right. If that be so it is a mere executoryprovision, and one that does not now require
irom me a mure elaborate notice. The honorable
uiemoer expressed his regret that t/iere was no
t e^ermtion or Ute right of the JJouse of commons
co vote the money whwn the arbitrators might Ue
ciare ms Labte to pay, and he saia the consequence
or that would be that if the obligations of the treaty
were not rlilnlted a war might be the result, on
that remark 1 am bound to say, drat of all, that I
ttuuk the issue would ue pretty much the same
eitner way. 1 don't say It would ue a war, out, whateverit might be, it would be very much tne same
whether tue reservation had been made id the
treaty and ino money then withheld, or wiieiuer it
should bo withheld uuder the treaty as It now Is.
TUB AM EUK AN GOVERNMENT ARE KKKKBOTLY

AWAKE
that we depend apon the discretion or this Houso In
respeci to the payment ot ihc money; they nave
sUowu a disposition to trust to that discretion, aiul
ill Hint i uuiiu\e iiic.t ttic piuteuLlv liK'it- aiiiiuu^u
the Honorable ms.nuer was quite correct lu sayiug
thai tlie House 01Commons is the body wbicu realty
bus tlie {tower or glviuic ultimate eileeito tins treaty
tu case tue decision ol Hie aroitrators snould be.
wliat 1 hope it may not be.to Hud us liab.o to auy
paymeut liom tue national exchequer, yet it must
be uorne In miud ttuit we liave proceeded ou Hie lull
and periect Knowledge tuut nils question ol arbitrationwas not a new question. So far we liar J
bad mis advantage, that, apart from tne aaoject or
the wording 01 Hie treaty.wblcti is one or vasi importance,but one entirely distinct.as to the object
01 Hie treaty, as io the principle ol a reference of
these claims to arbitration, we asiuuied, and bad
a right to ussume, that we were already in possessiono/tne Judgmeut or Parliament, because this
was not an unadvised act or tne sole act of the
executive government. Two treaties nad already
been concluded by this country ou mis very subject
and on the very same basis; and the discussions in
tnis and tue other House or Tarllaineat enabled us
to Know that tne country approved Hie general
principle ot a reference or these uulortuuatc differencesio impartial arbitration. The honorable gentlemansaid
THIS HOCSK OF COMMONS WAS KEPT IN THE DARK,
and that nc understood the wuole of the labors of
the prolocoli&s had been giveu by the American
diplomatists in the Amer.can Legislature. 1 believe
tncy uave been riven to tlie American Legislature
and also to the itriush Parliament, ana i am at a
loss to Know how, up to tlie present moment, the
American Legislature can have been lu possession
ol lutier luloruiation than the Legislature ol tlua
country. I ain alraid, from the Uouoraule member's
next observation, that he has not earned wluit Is
perhaps the best title to more information.namely,
the baviug maue the best possible use of
what information he has had; for 1 duuot from his
statement whether ne is in periect possession of the
meaning of the protocols which ue has in hui hands.
lie sit id he had heard with great usiouishmeiU my
statement last night that we had undertaken to refer
to arbitration ttusyues ion oj whether we should be
held liable tor the cost of that portion of the United
States Navy which was employed in chasing these
cruisers. 1 dare say many gentlemen heard that
statement wun astonishment, and 1 am very desirousof bringing it home to their minds; but that
engagement was on the lace ol the treaty and placed
witum the knowledge of Parliament during tue last
session. IX the honorable gentleman will reler to
tne eighth page ol the papers marKed U, 348, and
containing the protocols of the negotiators of the
Treaty of Washington, ne will find that a statement
was suomltted by the American commissioners to
the etfeot that ihey nad sustained
CERTAIN DIRECT AMD ALSO CERTAIN INDIRECT

LOSSES.
Oe will find m these direct losses they include,
first, the capture and destruction of a large numberof vessels, with their cargoes; second, tue heavy
national expenditure lucurred in pursuit or these
cruiser.*. He will men Ami thai tney recited the
Indirect losses, next that they waived the Indirect
losses in me hope of an amicable settlement. But
wUh regard to direct losses tuere was no waiver
whatever. There had been no protest made on our
part, and. tneretore, whether we think it convenient
or inconvenient.although, ol course, on this subjectwe saatl make as strong an argument as I
think we shall be able to make on the wuole or the
case.yet this, I think, is a fair part ot the matter
to reier, and one which I take it by the treaty and
the protocols together we are bound to allow to be
reierred.

the bungling business.
Regarding what tho memoer lor Waterford remarked,he said:.This treatv has been a bungling

business, and I thought he added.though I hope 1
was mistaken.that this was an "infamous document."
Mr. Bernal Osborne.I said it was a bunglingbusiness. ("Hear, hear," and a laugh.) ProoabiyI also said it was "Infamous."
The gardeu of my honorable friend's mind Is far

richer m dowers in an mine; nut ho says there Is am-
Uiguity and more man ambiguity lu this treaty, aud
that tne American Uooitnissiuucrs on tno sin ol Marcn
distinctly informed tne British government mat
these indirect ciuims would be put tn. Now, 1 wish
to keep distinct in our discussions here two diifeieut
questions.tne one ot them or vast and overwhelmingimportance to this country, and tno other also
of great importance, but ot lmpunauoe as betweeu
Parliament aud the existing administration. v\ nether
there no ambiguity m this document or not is a
question worthy of (he most careful attention, wiin
a view to consider the conduct of the government;
but 1 must take objection to a statement or my
honorable mead (Mr. Usuornoi mat it was injurious
to the interests of this couuiry. When, a <s Mated
in this House U Khali certainty not go without contradictionthat on the 8th of March the American
Commissioners informed the Hrltiah Communionereand government that theee indirect claims would
be put m. 1 say they Informed them of the direct
contrary. They lnioriued them that the American
government had incurred

heavy indirect ikjcbt.
equivalent, itmay.ne, to iudlrcot losses to them;
aud iu tne hope of au amicable settlement no esti
mate was mane of those indirect losses; without
prejudice, however, to the right to Indemnification
od their account iu the event of no sued settlement
being made. Now there was here a distinct reservstlonof right. There is another clause. Tnat Is
the protocol; that has the assent of both mirtie*.

TIIEKK ARB UTUBR CLAUSES
with which 1 will not trouble tne House now; bat
they msol powerfully sustain our view or tne mattci.What we say Is tnalinls reservation of rightwas a reservation periectly une<|ulyocal, Out ooutineato tne case ol whether an amicable setlleinentHtiould be mane; and tbe question comes to bewhether tne arbitration to whtcb we agreed is 01* Isnot uu amicable settlement. H iny honorable ineudwishes, as lie reasonably may, for light on that subject,let luiu read the preamble o( the treaty.a portionot tens document which, strange to say, I, lorone. have not even so much as noticed In any of tnediscussions tnat we have been reading fur hours togetherevery day 01 our lives during tno last lewweuas. Tne preamble of the treaty ruus as tollowr.."Heri.rit.innic Majesty and the Unitedmates or America, being desirous to providefor an amicable settlement 01 all causesor difference between the two countries, havefor that purpose appointed their respectivePlenipotentiaries.'* Alter naming the Plenipotentiarieson each side, the preamble continues:."Andthe saidPlempoieDtiaries, utter having exchangedtheir lull powers, which were tound to De in duelorrn, have agreed to and concluded the loltowingarticles," which were intenued to ho the basis o(the proceeding at t.eneva.namely, in tne wordsoi tne treaty liseir, the basis or

"AN AMICABLE SETTLEMENT."
Mr. Osdobnk.The amicable settlement was rejected.
A particular proposal that would have been an

amicable setlleinent was rejected, but this treaty
was cuuciuueu inter tne rejection 01 mat particular
propo al, and it was alter that rejection that me
Pleulpoientiarlca of America hum they were there
lor the purpose of mukintf ail amicable settlement,
and they then eel out the articles of tue docuuiuut by
widen that settlement to be effected. Aly honorableirieud aaya, "Why not remit to direct negoitation?

8IX MILLIONS WOITI.D IIAVK ItEK.V TAKEN
If you I) d done It In proper time. Mow, indeed,
yon can't Ret out of It no cheaply." Now, I bcdcve
that mix million* is hotnuwnere within Miu power of
this country to pay, and perhapa a still larger sum;
but he entirely leant over the preliminary uidlouiiy.

: HERALD, THURSDAY. F
ir money is to be paid, way u It to be peld f Becausethose who order it to be -paid by mat very
laci declare that we lalied lu oar international duty,aud the advice of my honorable fmena in that we
should conjees this failure; that tee should have conjessedit last year at Washington, and he seems to
recommend us to confess It now.

god help cai
Has my honorable friend thought for a moment of
the position in which he proposes to place the
country t When were these complaints made by
America f In the year 1802 and in every subsequent
year America has been contending-and 1 don't
ueuy her right to contend.that we have lalied In
our international duty. In every one or those years,
in every form and variety of representation
and public act, we have been contending, on
the contrary, that we have not failed in odr internationalduty. Adiiecland diametrical difference
or opinion and conviction has subsisted between
the two governments. That diametrically opposite
oonvlction was tested by the most elaborate argumentsperhaps of which the history of diplomacy
anywhere contains the record. Tne character of
eaoh country was pledged to the bona tides ot the
convictions which were thus declared, and I can
conceive of nothing that would more fatally compromisethe good name and the ancient honor of
tuts country than thai, alter having for ten years
soemn'y proclaimed and protested that we had
done our best, without favor and without prejudice,
during the whole of the secession war, to perform
every international duty, however difficult, to both
j>artirs, but especially to the governtneiu of the
United States, we should tunc come forward ctnd
confess that all our declarations were a mere
blind, a pretext and a falsehood, resorted to in
the hope of evading a just claim, and that now,
being reduced to tne last of our devices, and having
no rag leit to cover our dlsgraoe, we are to tender
to the United states what Is termed a gross sum or
payment, or what you like to call it, as run compensation,In order to escape from our difficulties.

THK CONr If UJSKATK COITON LOAM.
My Honorable friend the member for Chatham (Mr.

Otway» baa reierred to what are known aa the
cottou loan claims. 1 will not now undertake to
Rive him a full and complete account of all that may
have oocurred in regard to thoae claims. My honorablemend says, in regard to them, that we ought
to come Into court with clean hands. 1 quite agree
that II we ever come to tue point of a difference
with the American government as to whether this
arouraiion ought to go on or not, wo ought to take
the most scrupulous care to be certain tnat we ask
nothing from tuein that we should not do prepared
uuuer the same circumstances to grant ourselves.
My houcraoie iriend saya that cotton loau claims
were actually presented at Washington by the agent
of the British governmout, and that the act of the
agcut Is the act of the British government; that the
American representatives protested against his proceeding;that it was, however, referred to the arbitratorand disposed ol by him. My honorable iriend
will at once be struck by the lact that the Commissionsitting at Wasningion and the American ageut
mere are able on any day anu at any hour to suoinlt
to their government tue nature ol the evidence in
any case that may arise aud to ooialn the judgment
or tueir governmeni upon it. That was not the case
with the Britisu agent, i am very lar irom pronouncinguuy blame upon the British agent, but I
believe.though 1 Dave not inquired mlnuteiy at the
Foreign Ottloe on the point.that tue British ageut
oad received a general instruction to reject claims
taat did not lull within tue period meutioued in
the treaty; und it was by no means unnatural, it
thai were the case, that he should thtuk it
his duty to piesent any claim offered to htm
whtcn appeared to correspond with that time. Bui
tnai agent was a subordinate agcut. My honorable
lrieud has not told us that the American Commissionersuestred that time might be gtveu for referringme mutier home and lor ihe judgment of the
government at homo being laken upon it, aud such
is not the lact; aud 1 will ten my honorable Iriend
lhat which 1 am sure he will be glad to hear, that
the British yooernment never gave directionsfor the
presentation of the cotton loan claims in ijuestioiu
This matter of tne cotton loan claims is not to be
got rid ol lu a moment, and lor this reason, mac uuucrinc general name of coiton loau claims are
comprised claims of a character totally aim osseutlalivdidoreut. Ihe great bulk of these claims are,
1 believe, simply oi this uature: they are lustru-
mouia beta oy persons who lent money, or purchasedfrom tnose wuo lent money to tne ConfederateSuites, and purporting generally to be
scuured upon cotton being tne property
o; tuose confederate states. 'mis cotton
was appropriated or destroyed by tlie American
government, or was supposed to have been so,
witinu certain dates; and tuereupon arise tlie.se
claims. However, the only act taken advisedly oy
ttie liriitsti government on tbe cotton loan claims
lias beeu mis. Alter considering, witti very detectiveluforuiatiou, tns various forms vvmen inose cottonloan claims migat assume, we came to tne conclusiontuat diere mlgUt be coses 11 wbich tbose
bonds ban ueeu actually exchanged for partlcaiar
specitled parcels of coitou, and ui our view in suun
a case mat tiicy would cease to be in reality and la '

substauce cottou loau claims aud would become
claims lor loss oi property u mat particular cotton
suould nave beeu appropriated or destroyed. vVnu
that reservation as to bonds wnicti hud beeu coufartedInto vialDle property, tbe decision of Her
Majesty's government, although come to, 1 believe,
alter tnts transaction at Wasuiugton had occurred,
wus thai these coitou loau olaims could not be sustainedoy us belore the arbitrator, aud ought not to
be presented by us to hlui lor arbitration.

t11k construction op tub tbhatt.
Nothing has been said, I trust, to nuply for one

momeui tuat we In any way question me title of
the American government to say anything about
this treaty which they please, if they choose to say1
It is clear and unambiguous, but oiear and unain
blguous ugaiust us.11 they venture to do that, 1
appeal io logic, to grammar, to common sense to
establwn what we eonieud to oe the unambiguous
construction of the treaty with the protocols. They
are as much at liberty as we are. We mention
what is our coutcnuou in this controversy; u rouaiusto do seen whether the American governmentagree to that or not; and their right io held
their own language aud form their own opinion la
as sacred as ours. My houoraole iriend (Mr. Oiwoy)
says that tbe wnole strength of our case depends oa
our maintaining that tne treaty is ambiguous. J do
not understand by what logical process he arrives
at that conclusion. X admit that If it could be
Bnowu that there was some ambiguity in tne
treaty we should still be able to plead, if we could
support It by reasouabie evidence, me dootrlne of
lutention. The doctrine of the meaning of tne
words u one thing; tne doctrine of the intention of
the parties is another. 1 staled distinctly last night
that we adhered to the doctrine of the meaning of
tne worus. We don't prouounce tbe doctrine of
the intention of tue parties. We ahull give what we
think is demonstrative evidence or the doctrine qf
the intention of the. parti a; but we shall appeal.
and I hope distinctly and conclusively appeal.to
the meaning of the words embodied In the mstrur
menl.

tub competency op an arbitrator.
Only one otner remark l would make. My honorablefriend seems to suppose that every questionrodnontlniy lin nnmnoinnnu nn

»uw vwiii|ratvuvj Wl UU BlUillAHJt 1U1U ttS
to tne scope or an arbitration ought ol necessity to
be settled beforouaud. i bat is not so. Tbe groundon whlcn Her Majesty's government proceed In Regardto tne treaty of Wasnington is not tne mereground that we thing tne indirect losses to
be beyond the scope of the arbitration.1 helievo nothing to be more common in cosesof arbitral ton than the raising of quesiious beiore
tne arbitrator himseii as to tne scope ol his own
duties. The decision in tho first instance on the
scope or tne arbitration rests witn tne arbiiramr
huusell: but his authority Is not dual. Tne Uuiicd
States themselves nave been the flrnt.1 do not
mean the earliest in point ol time, but tne earliest
as compared wun us.to have declared aud acted,
on an important lorinei occasion, upon tne right of
one or the parties to withdraw from ami decline to
accept the result of arbitration. Well, we mighthave laltcu that course; out would It have been an
honorable one t Very oiteu It may oe convenient to
reler to tne arbitrator himseii tne question of the
scope ol me refeience: it is not worth while not to
do so. We nave at this moment certain guestionspending in regard to ships in which we believethat in alt probability the arbitrator
will be called upon to decide, as (n the
case of the cotton loan, whether certain questionsare within the scope or the arbitration. It la not
the simple question of these indirect claims beingbeyond tue scope ol theurbltrailou that has induced
us to act as us we nave done, but that qaestmncomblnod with the enormous magnitude of the
case. It Is the conjuucilon of these two considerationswhich has Induced as to think that it would
be far more honorable, frame and irienaly to the
United Stares to declare at once that the
whole of tt)ls matter is, In our view, unlit
for arbitration, and M, in fact, barred
from this arbitration, than to nave waited,
and afterwards taken some step that might have
rendered us liable to the reproach or having permutedthem to act in ignorance of our vlow and
our intention.

MORS ABOLT THH COTTON BONDS.
The Speaker having retired for a lew minutes, an

his return
Mr. ULA.MTONI said:.I wish to explain a statement1 made In the course of the remarks 1 have

just concluded. When 1 made tbe statemeut in referenceto the instructions wmch were given to the
British agent in Washington with reference to tue
claims for tne cotton bonds 1 had not had an opportunityof seeing tbe specific terms in which tnose
instructions were couched. During the past few
minutes, however, I have referred to them, and I
find that they were such as might have justified that
individual in believing that the cotton bond claims
were intended to be included in the negotiations, ns
commit tcunin ine time upecviea. 11 vu not,^now- '
ever, contemplated at the time those ,n8'ru^{®®* .were written that they atiouid refer to the coiu®
bon is at all. and I am quite at a loss to understate
how it was that time was not taken to communicate
with the government of this country upon tne sua- «
Ject before any steps were taken wltn regard to It. jMy statement, however, is strictly accurate, that no
special instructions with reference to the cotton jiionds wcro given to tne British agent at w ushiug- jton. J
OPIUMS OF THE EIV0LI8H PRESS OH THE i

AMERICA* DIFFICULTY.

The London Timei of the 8th rogarda the previona 1

day's discussion as of the highest value, and lor two
reasons, "it showed a unanimity of oplnloa in toe
House of Commons in repudiating the admissibility
of indirect damages in the lererence to arbitration Kunder the Treaty ot Washington, and tt enabled Mr, t
Gladstone to explain uud qualify the untenable po- J

BUlon he had assumed on Tuesday. The nlaht's In- ttcrval had brought with it opportunities of (
reflection on what he had been tempted to say on fthe previous evening, aid he spoke in a far
more guarded and cautious strain than i
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when he then addressed the House. We wish we
could add that his second position was tree from
all possibility of exception. Unfortunately, It was
not so. The Prime Minister is naturally most unwillingto admit that there was any defeot or want
of care on the part of the government last year; but
he hastened to add that he did not question the
right of the United, btates government to construe
tne treaty In any sense they pleased. The difficulty
of getting a high-spirited nation to recast their case
after they have translated it into the chief languages
or Europe and scattered It over the Continent is
necessarily enormous; but the difficulty is in-
creased If we begin by denouncing their plead-
ing as irreconcilable with sense, reason or honesty.
We are all agreed that ours is the better con-
struction of the treaty, but there Is no one who
does not see what a plausible argument may be
adduced on the other side, it Is idle, and worse
than Idle, because irritating to the other side, to
say that the treaty Is clear and unambiguous, hav- t
lng one, and oniy one, rational and grammatical <
meaning. Mr. Oladstone's language Is to be regrettedior a more serious reason than its probable el- i
lect in Amerioa. It leads him to put our case on a i
wrong lssne. Mr. Otway had expressed his regret t
at the language In which the Prime Minister on
Tuesday declared the treaty to be clear and «
unambiguous, because the whole strength of j
our case rested upon the assumption that the t
treaty was amDlguous. In reply to this Mr. Gladstonedeclared he conld not understand by what t
logical process this conclusion was reached. Do we (

mean, under any circumstances, to pay a single i
sixpence In respect of these lndlreot damages?
Tne unanimous answer Is, 'Certainly not.' Ir we
know that we never agreed to refer tne question of %
indirect damages, and ir we are resolved under no i
circumstances to Dav anything in respect to them. 1
It la worse than idle to enter into an argument
whether the worda or the treat/ mar or mar not be
atretchod to cover them. The other aide may argue
the point li It likes. We cannot deny ita title or
right to do it, but we are bound to give notice beforehandthat our decision la taken. The claims
now advanced we never agreed to reier, nor can we
enter upon a discussion of a matter too aertoua to
be allowed to de(iend on the construction of phraaea
diversely interpreted."
The London ./*>*( of the same date considers "it Is

certainly a matter for regret that Mr. Gladstone did
not explain how the government came to consider
the construction which they have placed on the
'treaty 01' Washington as 'the only rational meanlug.theonly grammatical meaning' which could
be put on that instrument. However we may be inclinedto doubt the ability or Mr. Gladstone to convincethe government or the United rttates that the
oulr meaning, the rational meaning, and the grammaticalmeaning of the treaty excludes the submissionol claims lor remote damages, we certainly
think that in the first instance the government
have acted wisely in eudeavonng to show (If
they entertain that opinion honestly) that on
the fair literal construction of the treaty the
United States have no locus standi lor the advancementor their preposterous demands. We discuss
the meaning or the treaty with the view o( showing
that what we undoubtedly meant has been intelligiblyexpressed. If we tail ou this point (and we
candidly admit we do not share the confidence of
Mr. Gladstone), we oau then lull back on an argumentless complimentary to our sagacity, it is true,
but not on that account the less convincing. We
must confess that what we did mean we did uot expressIntelligibly, and dect ne to entertain the indirectOiaims on the ground ot error in drawing up
the terms of the treaty. We must show that this
country and me United States did not agree ad
idem, and that thererore the consensu*, wutcn Is a
necessary e'ement of a valid contract, was wanting."
The London standard, remarks that "Mr. Gladstonecuts oif the chance ot good understanding

by declaring that tnere can be no question about
tne interpretation or the treaty, and by representingits language as Iree irom the slightest ambiguity.Forced Into a corner by these declarations
what can tne American government dor To witudrawthe demand for ihe>e indirect damages would
be to adow, aiter Mr. Gladstone's speeches, that it
had made a claim under an uroitration for which
the terms or the submission did not iurnisn
the slightest pretence. Bat Is It so clear that
the treaty, looking at it by itself, is free
trom all ambiguity t The English government (knows what it meant when It agreed to tlie clauses,
and li has good ground to say mat the American
government knew what it meant, and know wage
moist! It attached toils scioulatlnns. Hut It was run.

(ended yesterday afieruoou'tnat me language ot me
treaty was ambiguous, and that it was impossible c
o say tliat the words employed.words of Amerl- a
tan origin.did not establish some pretence tor the t,
Uaim, in the viow we take of the matter i
tins point la comparatively unimportant now. aIt only shows now awkwardly the govern- n
iieut managed the business, and we can have t|
10 dlfticulty in agreeing with Mr. Bernai Osborne k
ind Mr. OBborao morgan tnat Mr. Gregory and ndr. Goidney would have made a much more in- tielllgiblo and sstlsiactory bargain, nut what we »,
lavo to concern ourselves about now Is how to treat .
.ho American demands; and we hold the opinion ahat, wnile absolutely refusing to entertain them,
ive need not suggest that tney were dishonestly i,made. But that la practically what Mr. Gladstone .

las done, and much as we sympathize with and »iippiaud the deoUive language in wnicn he declares c
it to be impossible lor Englaud to entertain such, or B
Glow them to be entertained by any tribunal whose .

iuthority we admit, we are compelled to consider, 8
with so many of his censors yesterday, (hat his lan- t
guage has been indiscreet, and will probably be <i
mischievous »

lue London Datlv Newt thinks "Mr. Gladstone
made, yesterday afternoon, probably the most Impressivespeecn that he has ever addressed to the
House ot Commons, or that has been heard there
for a generation. On other occasions he has spoken j
witn the lorce of Individual character and conviction.His eloquence has oiten led on a great party
to victory and rallied It In defeat. Yesterday he
Btood for Englaud. The unanimous sentimentand purpose of tip nation found
worthy utterance in his voice. The
House of Commons knew no distinction of
parties as It listened to him. We do not pledge j
ourselves to every word of his argument. With
some of the criticisms skilfully urged oy Mr. Otway,
Mt. Gsborne and Mr. Osborne Morgan we are disposedto agree. U was a fault to allow ambiguous
expressions in the treaty, and to afford a pretext,
however shallow and unieai, for the intrusion of
claims which nod been unequivocally abandoned.
But in substance Mr. Gladstone's speeoh was conclusive.The Prime Minister declines to take his
stand upon the ambiguity of the treaty, or to admit
the possibility ot douotiul interpretations. His
speech yesterday Justified his confidence, and will
strengthen that of the nation."
The Loudon Teltgt aph remarks that "nothing la

more essential lor England, just at this Juncture,
than that her people should keep a firm anu dignified
roln upon Iheir temper. We know perfectly well
that all the bluster oi all the United States journals
put together will not afieot oar determination never
to annul the Indirect claims even to debate. Let
the issue be wbai it may, on this point tnere can be
iio mistaking the purpose of tne country, without
sxception oi party or class. We believe tnat, wncn
our unyielding firmness snail nave been lully
recognized, our transatlantic kinsfolk will adopt
calmer modes of expression and a more judiciallyequable tone in discussing a matter of grave poiitl- j:
Jul moment. We ara confident tnat no echo ol the *

HI 1/Utf jaU^UUftC CUiyiUJCU UVJUUU lUC AUilUUU IT ill
l»o solit buck irom our shores, ami we have too uiuoli ,
;rust in the genuine unfrienutineas aaU good seuse JJi the Americans to imagine luat ino 'tall talk.' ol 2
;ne journms represents tue real sentiment of tue '

people. With a little patience and a great deal of *

iruiness on our part it may oe hopeu tnat a oner a

apse 01 time will see the present cloud overpast." ®
The Loudon Murntno Advertiser observes:."The JfMtnisnriai journals have already expatiated upon

,he necessity of all parties being united In pa none
eslstance to the demands ol America. So Mr. *,Gladstone, coming out in tue 'May (lod detend tue 2
right l' style ol Karl Hussell, mar be cheered, and
ui minor matters be shelved and torgotten in the
prospector war. It is a desperate card; but it may
ie played lor all that. Keally, late seems disposed
to oe ironical towards tne memory of Mr.
Dobden and the living Mr. Bright. War continuesto be the history of man. France is t
disposed, or compeiloa, to aenouuee the Treaty
9f Commerce which Cooaen iramed. And now
America turns round upon her poor old parent,
and cries, 'Your money or your Utet' What will Mr.
Bright say In the House about his model republic's
modest demands r How does Mr. Henry Kicnard t;
propose to solve the dtmcalty t Will he head a depu- h
tauon to the President of the United Slates to a*k hhim, as man to man and brother to brother, wnat
might be tne very lowest sum he will actually take 1 11
This, it must be reinemoered, is a case o( arbura- l
tlon. H was the hrst great example that was to re-
generate the world. The result is not happy, it '
may be peace and payment, but u looks like rerusai n
and war. And with such a war, and such a Minis- tl
try to guide it, we are molined to take a dark view

hithings."
The Loudon Financier says yesterday was "an u

extraordinary day in the Stock Exchange. The n
markets opeued under the influence or great ex- a
citement. much uneasiness neimr lnsnired uv thn t,

unsatisfactory atate or our relations with America, L
wnile at tbe same time the drain of gold was le- w
jarded as likely to lead to an early advance in the o
rate of discount at the Bank of England. Accord-
ingly a farther consideratile fail took place. Large tl
repurchases being then made by previous operators c
lor the lail a rally followed and was maintained, u
thougn with more or less fluctuation, until ri
ho alternoon, when news or a lresn o
withdrawal of £231,000 in gold from t
;he Bank for export caused a renewal h
jr excitement and a fresh falL The tone Anally was fl
unsettled and unfavorable. The extent 01 the re- ti
luction in the various classes or securities may be c
iccurately gathered by reference to the details u
under the various heads. In the English funds tho a
'all was per cent. Among toreigu stocks i urkish p
luttered promlaently. Td9 expected purchase of n
ortign stocks on Continental account do not seem c
.0 have yet produced mucn sustaimug eflect. liut
;he heaviest rail was again in the market for homo b
'snway stocks, and ranged from >g to 3 per cent. d
I'lie reduction, in fact, was universal. Doubtless lit- tl
restments, induced by the lower prices, will uitl- a
nateiy exert their force, but lor the present there is b
mil a rush of speculative sellers." h
The London Fall Mall Gazette discovers the follow- j1
ng way out of the American difficulty:. .
There Is a passago In tho "Protocols of Confer- d

dices held at Washington" which Indicates a p<>»* d
Hide means of escape lrom the dilemma lu which u
he carelessuess of our government has piuced us.
It auy rate, the thirty-sixth protocol, recording a
llscussion of tue »an Juan water boundary, snows
is the manner in which the American Commissionirsproposed to settle a like difficulty.namely, a
imiual misunderstanding of tno meaning ol an exstiugtreaty. We quote the passage at leugth:. c
At the Confursnos on the IMh of March the Krltl-h (Mm. V

uiuiouar* aiaiad thai it wm proposed that day to take up 0
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the Vorthwest water boundary question i thai tha
was one of long standing, which had mora than ouoo ba
tha subject of negoUaUona between the two gorernmen
and that the neaoCatora bad ia January. agieed upon
treaty. They then proposed that an arbitration of thle qu
tloa should be made upon the baala of the prorisiona or It
treaty. Tha American Commissioners replied that thou
no formal rote waa actually taken upon It. It waa well t
deratood that that treaty had not been farorably regard
by the Senate. They declined the prupoaal of the Britl
Commissioners, and axpreaaed their wlah that an effi
ahould ba made to eettle tha queatlon In the Joint High Co
mtalon.

iter mentioning some further proposals on eltta
tide, the protocol thus continues:.
The American Commiaalonera raplied that, in riaw of t

Boeitlon taken by the British Commissioners, It appeared tt
ia Treaty of June IS, lbts, might hara bean made unaei

mutual miaunderatanding, anu would not hare been ma
had each party understood at that time the construct!
which the other party puta upon tea language wboee lnt

Brelation la in dlapute; they tnerefore proposed to abrogi
ia whole or that part of the treaty and rearrange the boi
aery line which waa In dlapute before that treaty waa oc
Eluded. The British Commissioners replied that the pi
posal to abrogate a treaty was one of a serious charact
and that they baa no instructions which would enable tin
o entertain It; and at the Conference on the 20th of Mar
lie British Commissioners deoilned tha proposal.
Obviously a most unfortunate determination

matters nave turned out. Alter tho record ol son
urttier suggestions of a basis of settlement we cot
»tue following remarkable narairtapn, which
ot unlikely to be quoted by toe Washington go
srnmeutin reply to our remonstranpes against to
American interpretation ot the Treaty of Waatilu
on:.
Tba British Commissioners itsted that, being oonvlnced

he jiutloe of their view of the treaty, they cnuld not aba
Ion It except after a fair decision by an impartial arbitrate
rhey there.ore renewed their proposals lor a reference
trbllratton, and hoped that It would be seriously cotuloerc
And, an we know, the American Commlssione

lltiuiately consented to auomit the matter In di
>ute to the arbitration or tne Emperor of tterman,
t is manifest that tne language we have quoted
ised by the American Commissioners in deain
with the Treaty of June is, is4tt, is perrectiy a
ilicablo to tne existing difficulty. The Treaty
iVasntugion has "oeeu made unuer a mutual ml
inderstaudiug, and would not nave been mat
tad each party understood at tnat time the co
traction which the other party puts upon tne la
mage wuose interpretation is In dispute *' lnsteai
herefore, of imputiug disnonestv or even "acut
less" to tne American government, it would sure
>e much better to repeat the proposal made 1
heir own Commissioners in a simitar case, an
rearrange" what "was in dispute beiore tn
reaty was concluded." But nere as elsewher
tunappUy, the British government has doue l
test to make reconciliation difficult. They hai
urnlshed a ready-made answer to any propos
hat might now be made lor rearranging the Trea
if Washington without rolerring the matter In ui
>ute to aroitration.
The Loudou Economist says:."The sensitli
magination oi some persons on the atock Exchani
ias assumed that tue probable failure 01 the A1
jama arbitration will probably lead to war betwei
his country and America. But this is a
iurd. There Is no ca.nui beut in the question, at
lie real evil is quite great enough wuiiout beingit all exaggerated. What ready is to be feared
hat the arbitration will 'go od;' that Ami
ca win say it did so because the EngUi
vera alraid of high damages, and would n
lubwlt tne true question to the court; that Englai
wilt say wc could not go on Decuuse tne Amencai
lied to cheat as, and to get us to submit quest 101
which we never agreed to sutiuilt. Nether nam
will hear the other siue; and bora nations, wl
were to nave been tuade good iridtids by tuls art
ration, wiU be made far less irienuly than tin
were beiore by Ute lailure of lite attempt at
L'here is no fear of instaul war, bin great fear
protracted suspicion and rankling anger on oo
tides."

1110 London Saturday Review ronnrks:."The
was probably not a single Englishman who si;
pected that the American stuieiuent of ctair
would Include a demand tor the c si of the pi
.ended prolongation of the war. Even travelle
tad residents in the United mates shart
n tno universal belief that the co
roversy was practically settled Exce
live confidence In tne justice and good l'ui
>1 the American government may have been
irooi or wealcness; nor was there any reason wl
he meaning which was attacued bv tne Engns
Commissioners to the tieaty snouid not have bet
lisnnctly expressed, the vehemence wntch tl
tmencan papers now denounce as uuseeuily rcpr
ents a natural reaction, bu, it is idle 10 revive tl
abuloul statement that the treaty was astatesmai
the example of mutual concession."
The London Spectator observes tnat "all the gre
onccsstous were made on our part out 01 tl
bundance of our wish to sauslr tne America
eeling, atul because we supposed tnat in retui
Ltnerica had waived the one class ol demands i<
bsurd in tnemselves and too preposterous in tue
lagnilnae for us ever to talnk of reierriu
iiein to the decision of others. Well migi
(r. Gladstone say, and heartily will tl
utlon support hitn in his assertion, th;
ie government reserves to Used the ngi
i tall back, on the 'plea that a man or a nuili
iusi be taken to be Insane, If supposed to admit
peacerul arbitration claims of tnis charade

rbich not eveu the last extremit es of war aud tl
jwest depths ot misfortune would force a peop
rtth a spark ol spirit.with the hundredth part
he traditions or toe courage ol tne people of tn
ountry.to submit to at tne poiut ot Ueatu.' Tl
talesmen of tbe United states may assume th
nese words represent tne absoiutelr unanimous r
olvo of the people ol England. If tue decision
he Wasninngton Cabinet is correctly reported, tl
.'reaty ot Washington Is already at an end."

LOUIS NAPOLEON.

k Voice from Chlselhnni.fhe Imperial Exl
Addresses an Old Friend.Tbe Oleasters
France.The Imperial Constitution Crii
cised.The Error of tbe Empire.The Aspir
tloaa of tbe Ago.
The following letter rrom Napoleon HI. to Ban

iellognet has appeared in a Prague newspaper:.
Mr Dear Baron.I tnank you for the sincere e

iression ol svmpathy you have been pleased to sen
ne at New Year's aud the wishes you express f
he ruture or my family, whkn may undoubted
:ount yon among its oldest aud most affections
riends.
I share, in the fullest degree, yonr opinion npche lamentable disasters winch have, in so short

line, visited Fraoce. I cannot, however, qui)igreewlth yon concerning tne absolute oiness
he imperial constitution at all times and under a
ircumstances. 1 Judge things from a point of vie
afferent lrom yours, aud, excuse me if 1 sav s<
ay old friend, a utile moie practical. The beHt coi
titation is tnat which does not separate tue gradu
levelopment of civilization and liberal lustitutioi
rotn the real security ot a people. 1 believe tm
he French peopie, ID the mh^r narrow circle <
he imperial constitution, could TesTst ine currer
it European reaction whicn, since the beginning c
ne present ceninrv, has ever regarded tier witn
uspiclous eye, and could contribute io the liber
ousolldatioa ol Europe. Tnere have not be*
ranting Intelligent statesmen who have unoersoc
lie necessity ol nronpodimr in thuf. nRth. lt.ni
atient and calm, wou.d hare seconded mc lu u
fort, and I would nave cherished (or iierau ete
al gratitude. If events Dave uot corresponded I
1y oesires, we should accuse the levity and In
atieuoe, and, to a certain extent, a want of cou
ge in the men wno iae.i the great liberty pari;
ue other lacuons, believe me. iny dear iiaron, ai
ery active, but power.esH. That is why 1 am no
s you are. or tue opinion that the empire in
jm mil ted an error lu sometimes imposing a cut
oon a people who are, us you remark, divlde<
jstless and vain.

statesman worthy of the name shonld taV
110 account all tue eiemeuu of a situation, an
itisiy not only tne requirement') of the moineu
ut even tne legitimate usoirailous o( tue age.
CiiiaacuuKsr, Jan. 10, 187A NAPOLEON.

DRUNKENNESS AND DEATH,

i Wire Dies from Injuries Deceived by tl
Hands of Her Husband and Exceseii
Drinking.
A family named Donnelly reside at Garret Mom
sin, near Paterson. James Donnelly and his wli
ave been notorious for their Intemperance, ar
ave been frequently complained of to the police ai
ttorlties by the neighbors lor tbelr domestic broil
Jonueliy and his two daughters, the eldest Artec
ears old, went to the Poormaster yesterday l<
loney to pay for a coffin for his wire, who had die
le previous night. Me was rerused, because
ras known that he was a man of property. The
len went tnrongh the town trying to beg tt
loney. In their rounds they met a policeman, whi
nklng the daughter about tier mo'her h death, hii
>ld mm that her taiher nad killed her raotne
lounelly was then arrested, uud tue girls held a
ntnesses. The Coroner, being called to the sccu
r tne tragedy on Tuesday night, louud by

TUB AWFUL 8IOHT
Hat presented itself to view that the report wa
urrect, and that there had been death done by vie
mce. The womau lay upon the bed in the large
join ot the two-roomed house. This room wa
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he otner room was used as a kitchen. The woina
ad been careluliy washed and Cleaned and tn
oor had been scrubbed recently, and everytnin
list was probably spotted with blood liau bee
aretadv removed or cleaned. The woman ws
pon tne bed ready tor burial, while near by stoo'
ooffln wnlcli Douneliv hau had sent up add ior tn
ayiuent of which he had been tryl ig to raise th
loner. Tne dead oouy was baoly bruised and dli
olored, with signs 01 roiun handling all over.
'Ibo inquest was opened yesterday. Dr. Terr
erry's ev.dence and mat of Dr. Oainll proved in
ceased to have been very nincu diseas d, an

sere was probability of her having died from tna
nd not iroin external vlolouce, although she ha
een roughly handled and her death may nave bee
astened by that and exposure. The congestion t
er lungs and the bronchial aiT 'Ctlons would liav
een suillcleut to cause death aloue. The resui
nil probably be, Iroiu present appearances, ina
eceasod came to her death fromdis>aso superii
uced by exposure, intemperance and bad treu
lent generally.
OHIO STATE BOARD OF AGRICULTURE.

COLUMBUS, Ohio, Feb. 31, 1873,
The 81 ate Board or Agriculture has decided to t<
ate the Onio Stato Fair for the next two years t

landlotd. the fair lo be held irom tho -.'d to the ot
t beutember. Increased oreiniurtu will be odeiei

if IDE C1TACAZT CASE iGADL
i». .....

£ More About the Cataeaay Quarrel.The bAA *

baaeador Making Moat of His Caaa How the
Emperor Feela About the American Treat

»-ment of the Queetion.The Perkina
orClaim*.Tout of the Buaaian Preea

he
sr. Pimusauno. Jan. 2*. ten

4e Thl* Cataoaar affair la beginning to wear a veere° ujriy loon. Jnet at the moment when we thoughtlU the whole matter had been arranged to the aatia>n-taction ot the principal partiee ooncerned; joat an
oar government, nioiunea oj tne attitude of coasmcillatlon maintained throughout by tbe Ronton gewcbernment, commence snowing lis desire to avoid any

aa farther cause for misunderstanding, tbe latter, in Ua
ne turn, becomes more and more Incensed at tbe want

of respect sbown tbe Emperor, and is now lnolutad.
v- to assume as haugnty airs as did our own In tbe b»>
ie ginning. People openly express tbeir grauflcauam
K* at tbe fact of tne Grand lluke having snuboed tbe
of President In peremptorily (as tbey put It) declining
n- tbe invitation to return to Washington Bent to hi.

'[i at St. Louis. They maintain that this invitation la*
ld- stead of being an evidence of friendly sentiments on
ra tbe part of tne President to only a proof that he wan
y* obliged by public opinion to make amends for his
us shabby treatment of the Grand Duke at Washington.
'K ana that no credit can be accorded him for an aot aC
a reparation which ne was compelled to make.

3- BOKB ABOUT TWO KVKNTS.
Tne Russians, as 1 have before stated, feel exceeO*

q! lngly sore, not only over tne Catacazy negotiations
J, but also over the reception, of the Grand Duke as
,e' Wasnlngton, and they leel especially hurt by ths
>y unfriendly aiutude of General Grant, from
id whom they had expected more forbearance antf

gC consideration, not to say gratitude, tor the friend*
ts ship and sympathy shown us during our war.
'o judging tbe matter as seen from this standpoint, I
^ think they have very good canso to look open
s- Grant as being rather more tnan Impolite, not ts

Bay uugrateful, for none should know better how

ge much the iriendly attitude of Russia la Eareps
a- aided the march of his own armies to victory.

Many of our officers, who had beeu lighting for
,j weeks around Yicksb urg, tired aud ragged and
at hungry anu discouraged, will remember, as Granl
1* himseft ought to remember, with what deil ght tney
3U hailed the arrival or a delegation of Russian officers
ot who came
Id ' FULL OF SYMPATHY AND ADMIRATION
us for the armies of the North. It was not soldiers w#
m needed thea, nor arms, nor tne sinews of war; we

I" had all these things In sufficient quantity; but synir
cj patby and friendship, the knowledge mat someit.where in tbe world tuere was a people and a gov^

ernmeut tnat understood tbe cause for which w«
were lighting, tuat appreciated our sacrifices ; and

r« hlthougti ii came iroin a people of auotuer raoe.
speaking another language, irom a dlstaut part of

.* tue world wuere we might leas, nave expected lt»
£ we bailed u with none tne less jov, lor It came iron*
rs a people who were themselves accomplishing withoutwar aud without Dloodshed, the great reiormfor
n. which we were obliged to pour out so much blood
9. aud treasure.
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ly And these expressions of sympathy were not, a*
m Is too mien tbe case, a nte.e meaningless array of
JU words without sigulllcattou or lmportauoe, for they
10 rendered us most material aid ami assistance. It
e- may noi be generally known tuat it was by tn«
ie direct commuud oi ihe Emperor that Gortsonakotl
u- luloruied the governments ol France and England,.

when tney were meditaiuw interference in our
at affairs, that if ihev attempted it he woulu not

quietly look ou. It was uoi a simple case of repromMentations or persuasions or diplomatic insinuation*
-a that tney must not do the thing, but a direct, pusljotlve, straightlorward declaration thai the thing
ir should uoi be doue.
ij, tub EMPEROR'S request.
lit Now President Grant and Secretary Flsn must bare
i0 known tins, und tney ought to nave bceu tno brat to
at remember it; yet wnentue Emperor, as a personal raatvor, asked tuat cataeazy be allowed to remain until
,a alter tne visit of tue Grand uu.te. Fish answered in
la a brst despatch granting me request, but not even
,r mentioning the Emperor's name. This was looked
ie upon either as an intentional offence or an lnexcusleable example ol negligence or Iguorauce, which
of amounted to the same thing; aud iiad Mr. curtin
io presented tne despatch as it was originally warded
ie it would not nave been received, lie, however,
at changed tbe reading or It so as to make it accept*
e. aolc b putting In tne name of tbe Euiperor; much
of to their astonishment, for bv some means they
Ho generally Knew not only the nature of tne greater

part of the despatches that were exchanged about
tnls time, but tne very language In wnich tlier were
couched, belore rhey were received by Mr. Curtin.
How they succeeded m doing this it would be dim*
cult to imagine, but it appears they did it by some
means or other, and they were greatly surprised

ile when Mr. Curtiu read them the despatch in its cdaftered form.
was it an rrror?

" Had this error.not to call it by a harsher name~*
a. not been repaired, la some measure by the ready

goo 1 sense of Mr. Uurlln, the consequences might
ave been a complete cessation of diplomatic retainlions pad no end o: trouble and bad blood. This

offence, owltig to the influence of Mr. Curtin, might
_ still bare beeu forgiven bad tbe

rv subsequent conduct
'1 oftbe members of the government with regard ts
,
* the Grand Hake been such as to make apparent the

existence of friendly sentiments towards the Em*
peror and something like remembrance for ma ad*
vocacy of our cause when most we needed au advo>" cau;. Unlorlunaiely, the reception of the Grand" Duke at Washington was not such as to show the'i existence of grateful remembrances, or even of

.. more than very cool friendly dispositions. They1L had, not without reason perhaDs, expected some*
thing more, and their disappointment is, therefore;' the greater aud tneir resentment all the more bitter;
present feeling of tue russian government.

,i It may be thought surprising that the Russian
government, wnich, up to the present, has given
proof ol much moderation throughout the who!*

' course of me ulscusaiou, never sruiwing an/ iu bar
J inor, never getting angry or scolding, or nsing imp
i polite, undiplomatic or ruue language upon any oo»

caslou, sUould, now tual the aflair is to all intent!
. ana purposes setiled, begin to manliest a bitterness
, ot feeling ttiat would Hardly have been expected!r under tne circum lances. This may De partly attrt"

buted to the fact ot their leehng that they hav«'7 uoue everything in their power to eilect a irlenaiy"

Heitlement of tne dltllcuity, and that ueneral Grant,° irom whom they had more particularly expected
some fecuugs ot personal irieadshtp lor the cours*

i" pursued by the Emperor during our war, au evtuenceof inendshlp towarda the Americans, for® whicn Grant, or all others, ought to leel personally
' gratclul.has not met meirauvaiices in the spirit la!? wmcli they were made.

. TUB IMPERIAL DIGNITY HAS BEEN WOUNDED
' in its tcuderesi pari, and that will not easily be for*

,n given or forgotten, but besides this, citueazr, it
, would seem, has not yet had his last word, and stdl

, keeps up the war, in tue hope (without doubtj el
jiisinyiug himself and retaining lavor with nts imperialmaster, lie preteuds to have received a numberof anonymous letters threatening violence, und
Conveying the intimattoh that it ne did not leave the
coun'r/ WlfltTn a certain prescribed time hja body
would bo tossed mtd |ue Potomac. 1 do not know
whether t ne.se letters, ukd (he lcar of becoming a

)e "dern'd, damp, disagreeable body" had anything
to do with his early departure, but whether tne letr"ters la question were written by tar.-C'atacazr himsell,of whicn he win probably be accused by the

tt. Americans, or whether uy some evil-disposed per.sou or persons toad ot a practical joke, tneyre TUEY ARE REGARDED HERE AS GENUINE THREATS^id emanating from very-high places, and the feeling
tt. resulting from sucn conjectures may bo easilyImagliied. This new accusation, along with thes* reasons already enumerated in this and prevloua
in letters, will explain tnis sudden bitleruess of feel,ring mannesied uy the members of tne Kussian government.This absurd story is, it would1(1 seem, the last straw on the camel'a back,it and nas put their patience to the severest test. Mr.
,y t atueaz., li he attempts to attribute the authorshipor these letters to auy members of our government,16 wilt, oi course, only make himself ridiculous; nor
}, would it he easy to explain why tne Perkins claimioants should resort to such measures, aa It oould
r (Usiiiradlv iln nn on/vl ami »<knwi nu»urnll» Ha tliAm

is much iinrm. It Air. Uatacazy baa no oiber private
e enemies who niurnt possibly write sucn letters w®

shall be obliged 10 suppose be is the victim of some
huge practical Juke. *

iS as TO THE PKRKINS CLAIMS,
>- they are settled, for the present at least, the Emp^
it rnr having positively asserted, I believe, that be wilt
s never pay a single kopeck on tnoui. Tout pit lor
». the Perkins claimants.

n TOE RUSSIAN PRESS.
e The papers hore have said very little about the
g matter, ami tuat Utile was official, or nearly sow
u The Moscow Oazi tte, however, the organ of the old
a Kussian party, lias come out lately with a very well
d writ leu article, in wmcn It attributes the origin and
e fomeuiiug or toe quarrel to English duplicity, en*

ueavorlug to cxciut enmity between two nations
i- whom It did uot suit England to see too good

frlen s. This article you have doubtless received.
!- This view of the question is well sustained in the
e article; and, indeed, it looks plausible enough that
d England should be directly or Indirectly mixed up
it in any adatr in wnlcn sue has sucn a Vital interest '

d as the breaking up 01 au alliance between two
n Powers that are pushlug very troublesome claims. .

if Ot course England cannot look with a very favor*
o able eye upon the growing feelings of inemiMiip
it and giailtude that have spruug up between the tw®
it countries, and It would lie pericctiy natural, logical
i- and diplomatic for her to stir up discord between
t- tiicui. which would In almost any case turn to her

advantage.
whether she actually did have anything to d®

wltn originating or loin -ntlng the quarrel remains
to ue proved, but It would certainly ne uelther unreasonablenor Improvable to suppose she is not
anoaeiaer a stranger to the difficulty, ami we mar,witnout doing any injustice to the <li| louiauc or11 statesmanlike qualities oi lue leaders of ilie Englishh government, give iliein credit fur kuowing more oC

1. the uaianAzy.Eisu ouariei man they icU*


